The opinion in support of the decision being
entered today was not witten for publication

in alaw journal and is not binding precedent
of the Board.
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DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

This is a decision on appeal fromthe final rejection of
claims 1-20, all of the pending clains.

The invention pertains to speech recognition and, nore
particularly, to a systemand nethod for addi ng speech
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recognition capabilities to Java. As explained at page 4 of
the instant specification, the “present invention provides

i nportant technical advantages including the ability to easily
encode state information in a Java application. Unlike HTM,
which is stateless, Java is a full programm ng | anguage
capable of efficiently carrying the necessary state
informati on. Moreover, because Java is a full programm ng

| anguage, the present invention facilitates speech enabl enent
of any Java program application, and is not limted to Wb

br owsi ng applications.”

Representati ve i ndependent claim1l is reproduced as
fol |l ows:

1. A systemfor facilitating a speech interface to Java
conpri si ng:

a speech recognition server operable to receive a granmar
and a speech input, the speech recognition server further
operabl e to perform speech recognition in response to the
speech input and to generate a result based on the grammar;

at | east one Java application operable to dynamcally
specify the grammar, to receive the result and to perform an
action based on the result; and

an application programinterface operable to receive the
granmar, to conmunicate the grammar to the speech recognition
server and, in response to the speech recognition, to receive
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the result fromthe speech recognition server and to
communi cate the result to the Java application
The exam ner relies on the follow ng reference:

Sarukkai et al. [ Sarukkai ] 5,819, 220 Cct. 6, 1998
(filed Sep. 30, 1996)

Clains 1-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as
anti ci pated by Sarukkai .
Reference is made to the briefs and answer for the

respective positions of appellants and the exam ner.

CPI NI ON

Anticipation under 35 U S.C. 102(e) is established only
when a single prior art reference discloses, expressly or
under the principles of inherency, each and every el enent of a
claimed invention as well as disclosing structure which is
capabl e of performng the recited functional limtations. RCA

Corp. V. Applied Digital Data Systenms, Inc., 730 F.2d 1440,

1444, 221 USPQ 385, 388 (Fed. Cir.); cert. dismssed, 468 U. S.

1228 (1984); WL. Gore and Associates, Inc. V. Garlock, Inc.
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721 F.2d 1540, 1554, 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. Cir. 1983), cert.
deni ed, 469 U.S. 851 (1984).

At page 4 of the answer, the exam ner points out how
claim1l is read on the disclosure of Sarukkai. The elenents
of independent clains 11 and 18, simlar to those of
i ndependent claim 1, are read on the disclosure of Sarukkai in
a simlar manner. Accordingly, we wll focus on independent

claim 1.

For a systemfor facilitating a speech interface to Java,
the exam ner points to the abstract of Sarukkai. The exam ner
identifies Figure 3, the abstract and colum 5, |ines 46-56,
of the reference for the clainmed “speech recognition server.”
The exam ner again relies on colum 5, |lines 46-56, with the
addition of line 57, of Sarukkai for the teaching of the
clainmed “at | east one Java application operable to dynamcally

specify the grammar, to receive the result and to perform an

action based on the result.” Finally, the exam ner points to
t he appendi ces of Sarukkai and to colum 6, lines 54-67, and
colum 7, lines 1-9, as the clained “application program
interface...”
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We have reviewed the portions of Sarukkai identified by
t he exam ner but we do not find therein a disclosure or a
suggestion of the instant clainmed subject matter.

In particular, it appears to us that Sarukkai uses a Java
programto access web pages but we find nothing in the
ref erence suggestive of a Java application “operable to
dynam cally specify the grammar, to receive the result and to
perform an action based on the result,” as clai ned.

The exam ner points to Figure 3 of the reference, and it
is true that that figure discloses a box 34 which appears to
i ndi cate that sone | anguage or acoustic nodel, as well as
speech recognition search paraneters, are sonehow updated or
nmodi fied. Since the Java program appears to be responsible
for the generation of a web-triggered word-set list and this
list is then used in sonme manner for the update or
nodi fication, there nay be sone connection between the Java
application and speech recognition generating an updated
result. However, the specific connection is not clear from
Sarukkai’s disclosure and a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102 may
not be based on specul ati on.

In any event, there is no clear disclosure in Sarukkai of
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any Java application “operable to dynamcally specify the

granmar. . . Mor eover, even if Sarukkai could be interpreted
to find an application programinterface between the Java
application and a speech recognition server, there is
certainly no indication therein that any such interface would
be operable in a two-way manner, as required by the instant
clains. That is, the instant cl ai ned subject nmatter provides
for the speech recognition server to receive a grammar and a
speech input and to output a speech recognition result based
on these inputs. The Java application specifies the granmar
and al so receives the result fromthe speech recognition
server. The Java application perforns an action based on the
speech recognition server result. An application program
interface provides for this tw-way comruni cati on between the
Java application specifying the granmar and the speech
recognition server receiving the grammar, performng a
processi ng operation based on the grammar and a speech input,
and sending a result back to the Java application. No such

t wo-way communi cation between a speech recognition server and
a Java application, via an application programinterface, is

indicated in the disclosure of Sarukkai. Thus, even if
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Sarrukai could be said to disclose a Java application which

generates what could be considered a “gramrmar,” there is no

di sclosure in Sarrukai that that “grammar” is then used by a
speech recognition server in conjunction with a speech input
to output a result which is then sent back to the Java

application to performan action based on that result.

Accordingly, the exam ner’s decision rejecting clains 1-

20 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) is reversed.

REVERSED
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